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Sir: 



Applicant requests a pre-appeal brief review of the rejections in this application. 



Brief Overview Of The Claims 

The application has three independent claims. Independent claim 1 provides a method 
for periodically monitoring a residual amount of memory capacity in a client during a session , 
and for notifying a filtering condition from the client to a proxy server in accordance with at 
least one of the monitoring results. The proxy server is then able to filter an object requested 
by the client from a server in accordance with the notified filtering condition. Independent 
claims 12 and 19 recite similar features. 

Issues For Which Review Is Requested 
1. Rejection of Independent Claim 1 and its Dependent Claims 

Independent claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Huang 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,438,576) (hereinafter Huang). 
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The Examiner points to col. 5, line 42 - col. 6, line 4 and col. 1 1 , lines 1 5-55, of the 
Huang reference as disclosing, " periodically monitoring a residual amount of memory 
capacity in the client during said session to provide a plurality of monitoring results, said 
residual amount of memory capacity being an amount of unused memory capacity in the 
client that is free to accept data received by the client". (Office Action; page 3) (Emphasis 
Added). 

However, the cited portions of the Huang reference neither disclose nor suggest 
periodically monitoring a residual amount of memory capacity in a client during a session to 
provide a plurality of monitoring results. In the system of Huang, a client device is able to 
provide information about "device capabilities" of the client device to a proxy server along 
with an object request. (Huang; col. 5, line 42 - col. 6, line 4). Huang provides two 
examples of characteristics of a client device that may be stored at a proxy server, which are: 
(i) type of display; and (ii) size of graphics memory. (Huang; col. 5, lines 55-60). It is 
important to note that "type of display" does not provide information about a residual amount 
of memory capacity, and "size of graphics memory" does not provide information about a 
residual amount of memory capacity. (Huang; col. 11, lines 15-55). Moreover, there is no 
mention of periodically monitoring a residual amount of memory capacity in the cited 
portions of Huang. (Huang; col. 5, line 42 - col. 6, line 4; col. 11, lines 15-55). 

Information about a "type of display" in the system of Huang refers to a number of 
bits of color encoding that can be displayed by a client device. (Huang; col. 11, lines 17-25). 
For example, a client device may only be able to display black-and-white images and, thus, 
display images with a 1-bit color encoding. (Huang; col. 11, lines 17-25). Such information 
about a "type of display" provides no information about a residual amount of memory 
capacity at the client device. 

Information about a "size of graphics memory" in the system of Huang refers to a 
maximum image size that can be displayed by the client device. (Huang; col. 11, lines 17- 
25). For example, a client device may only be able to display an image size of up to 3M 
bytes. (Huang; col. 11, lines 17-25). Thus, such information is only concerned about a 
resolution of an image that can be displayed by a client device. (Huang; col. 1 , lines 36-56). 
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Such information about a "size of graphics memory" provides no information about a residual 
amount of memory capacity at the client device, where the residual amount of memory 
capacity is an amount of unused memory capacity in the client that is free to accept data 
received by the client . 

Applicant already recognized that, in related art systems, capability and preference 
information provided to a gateway may include information about display size, color support 
ability, and image support ability. (Applicant's Specification; page 2, lines 4-7). However, 
applicant also recognized that, in such related art systems, objects are transmitted to a client 
irrespective of a variation of a residual amount of memory capacity in the client, which may 
lead to communication resources being wasted or unwanted data deletion . (Applicant's 
Specification; page 2, line 22 - page 3, line 7). The system of Huang has the exact problems 
that embodiments of the present invention seek to address. 

In the "Response to Arguments" section of the present Office Action, the Examiner 
stated that, "when reviewing a reference the applicants should remember that not only the 
specific teaching of a reference but also reasonable inferences which the artisan would have 
logically drawn therefrom may be properly evaluated in formulating a rejection." (Office 
Action; page 13). However, it is not a reasonable inference that residual amount of memory 
capacity would be included in the "device capabilities" of Huang. This can be concluded 
from the discussion in Huang about (i) the types of client device characteristics included as 
device capabilities, and (ii) when the device capabilities of the client device in Huang can be 
determined . 

First, the types of client device characteristics included as device capabilities in the 
system of Huang demonstrate that the device capabilities for a client device only refer to 
static information about the client device. The characteristics mentioned by Huang are "type 
of display" and "size of graphics memory". (Huang; col. 5, lines 55-60). The "type of 
display" and "size of graphics memory" are static information that do not change over time 
and, thus, are not periodically monitored. In contrast, residual amount of memory capacity 
represents dynamic information that changes over time, and is different from the static 
information included as "device capabilities" in Huang. 
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Second, the time at which the device capabilities for a client device in Huang can be 
determined demonstrates that the device capabilities in Huang only include static information. 
Huang states that the characteristics of a client device can be stored in a table and that a proxy 
server can construct an RHI for the client device based on the information stored in the table. 
(Huang; col. 5, lines 52-55). Then, Huang states that, "[t]he table entry for a particular client 
device 130, 131 can be stored when the device first registers with the ISP '\ and that, 
"[thereafter, the local proxy server receives an identifier of the client device when the client 
device makes a request, accesses the table, and constructs the appropriate RHI for inclusion 
with the object request." (Huang; col. 5, lines 60-65) (Emphasis Added). 

By stating that the table entry for a particular client device can be stored when the 
device first registers with the ISP , Huang is acknowledging that the device capabilities 
information for the client device is static and will not change with time, because the table 
entry is not updated based on dynamic information . Indeed, the table entry is then later 
accessed by using only an identifier of a requesting client device and the RHI is constructed 
based on the information in the table. (Huang; col. 5, lines 53-54). 

Therefore, independent claim 1 is neither disclosed nor suggested by the Huang 
reference. With respect to dependent claims 2-11 that depend from independent claim 1 , it is 
noted that the Britton, Gauvin, and Eerola references do not cure the deficiencies with respect 
to the teachings of Huang discussed above. 

2. Rejection of Independent Claims 12 and 19 and their Dependent Claims 

Independent claims 12 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huang in view of Ferguson (U.S. Patent No. 6,769,019). 

The Examiner states that, "Ferguson teaches detecting that a residual amount of 
memory of said memory unit is equal to a predetermined residual amount or less said 
controller notifies to said proxy server a filtering condition for filtering the object (e.g. col. 
10, line 61 - col. 11, line 50)." (Office Action; page 10) (Emphasis Added). 
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However, the system of Ferguson does not notify to a proxy server a filtering 
condition based on a residual amount of memory. As illustrated in Fig. 17 of Ferguson and 
explained at col. 11, lines 19-50 and col. 27, line 45 to col. 28, line 20 of Ferguson, the four 
options presented upon a "Cache Full" condition are: (i) auto-deletion of web pages; (ii) 
allow user to select which web pages to delete ; (iii) change the capacity of the cache; and (iv) 
ignore the cache full message. Thus, none of the options presented upon a "Cache Full" 
condition in Ferguson allow for notifying to a proxy server a filtering condition . 

As a result, a combined system of Huang and Ferguson would merely allow for a total 
size of graphics memory of a client device to be transmitted to a proxy for filtering objects as 
in Huang, and separately allow for "Cache Full" conditions of a local cache used for storing 
downloaded web pages to result in either web pages being deleted from a local cache or in a 
capacity of the local cache being changed as in Ferguson. (Huang; col. 5, lines 42-65) 
(Ferguson; Fig. 17; col. 11, lines 19-50). A "Cache Full" condition in a combined system of 
Huang and Ferguson would have no affect on a filtering condition , because Huang merely 
uses a total size of graphics memory for a filtering condition, and Ferguson does not notify a 
filtering condition to a proxy server based on a "Cache Full" condition. 

Therefore, independent claims 12 and 19 are neither disclosed nor suggested by the 
Huang and Ferguson references. With respect to dependent claims 13-18 and 20-24, it is 
noted that the Britton, Gauvin, and Eerola references do not cure the deficiencies with respect 
to the teachings of Huang and Ferguson discussed above. 

For these reasons it is respectfully requested that the rejections be withdrawn before 
proceeding to appeal briefing. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date 
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